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(fSmm) 

( MldH t l ft irti TfeKg m i fiftWff W ) 

hRhjhh 

31 2005 

aiRw mRuiir 

f^r :—«K*iUi£5 

% arraicff t ddfiia w*M ( iiMiwKi ) 

HO 15/28/?004-^tv>fcr&- 1995 if WT HHtfilH ^til^ocp £RiI> 1975 3fR 

tRq> (TTTfer TOJ3Tt ~$\ M^M, H^T *R me*lil4l ^fo^i 3nq>ei*i ^ 3fft flfcT Pfafon) 
Pi I deft, 1995 ezjh if Tf<?; 


gy. 

2(i) Prfe: Mltolft (fuRt ^ddMSWId Mll$<frt$l ^ ^>?T W t) ^ d(SM 3ui51d>! 3?R 
P^ll^ c£ TjeT <£ 3M ^FT % pprffcTd Pl«ll'4'cf ^ wft SITHTcft *R mctiMl ^o4> ePTB 

v 3 rr^r RwiRsi gRct 14 3 rw, 2003 3 ffcB nra hR u ib 4 >t srPRp^n h. 17/4/2001- 

SlPKjRld sft | 

(ii) fH cbl4cllfl if *joT WET' 19 3TW, 2002 RR^ HTH hR^i 

Pdjcb 24 ftH^2002 3>t 3TRRJERT HO 17/1/2001-^1^^ H<*>lRfd ^ ^ ^ 

^ 14 3BHT, 2002 3ffcB HTH mP u 1H SlR^d! HO 17/1/2001^1^^ Rcptoff I 
HSf^ cT^g^ft *R Rdi<*> 27.03.2003 3>t 3T$RjxFTT H5SIT 49/2003 §RT 3TftB 

eFTBT H*JT SIT I 


3194 Gl/2005 


0) 
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(x) Rig ^srm Mft g§t gfM snw MRgicH fMtft, #m$an$ affc 

git ?ft Mt M gff 1 

(xi) ^ ftfM f^Rt mfM {JRT SR^cT M rM g> aFTtmftg am M*lPtg> ^IfcT 
gt w? *t arjter *R Pl^tem %3 \W<h*i ^ 1 

(xii) Rg^ TOJ ^ vJdJiggi *To ^vjKId 3TccPTcft cfcfJ|cb<rH feTO afR *jof illRld>Icf>ctf ^ gR 

Mm gg fMr gRd f? amt rtr jRgg fMti 

(xiii) yii^chi^ ^ Mm git ^ Met g>t Rig Mr ^ ten? RmmragT Rftfm Mr fMraf 
(oft tj tj it) g«rr anMr srt 3 R§g gt angR m? ?wt rfm gm rr<t 4 gg^ <r$ git 

Mr afR Mr g 5 t cimki g>t J I U MI Mr %5 *^<4 vjsiVi 1 RT H'Kjci ^HT gg RRg ^l*il cTefj 
RRjm fM I 

(xiv) rnfagg^t ^ 16.06.2005 git ^ M#rg> i gg apte fed«i«a grit git nlRa^ wr 

3 r ^r gt fer^ fM fMr Mm gt yfaPiRnff, -<jMm *jfMr g 5 t Rg^ g*g gt site, 
Wte afa 3pg fMrm gmM % mg fM 1 A Mm ftgg^ gsrt ^ 

*flRdg> rr % oLjetd ftM git foiRad Rg ^t giRgoi g>Rr gg ar^tg Rb-ui gm m l ftggi* 
gmM ^r mm ferf^RT Mr *r mfagg$ srt gR Rig Mim % ftgR fM tot 1 1 

(xv) Rig ^R 3 tm Mft arfSRjgm g> mgrR 3 aft? gig 3 #te ^jggrt 3 f^R ftgg^ 

gmM irt eggg ftM m? PrTOFjRR rr Mt gg> Mr krf 4 ftgR fM tot t fM 
Mt gg> ^ Mr £ affcmM ggmmg Mr t1 ftro^ magg^r irt rrt? g? Mf ^t M ^t 
g 4 t t, ^g g? fM? fMr gm t afk M Mg Bt, M Mr gg g>rtgr $ ^t M 11 

(xvi) "vsg^cw Rmg 16 gt ^rr, ^g Rig 4 RgiRd mg?gg> Mr/snM gg qcTim 

13.9.2005. git w flgg^g g«rM git fM gm m sfk mm 1 MW mr gg Rig 

gRMi ^ forger wr ^ fM IMt gm 1 1 

# ** gg fM gR ^ ferg^ Mt irt Mftg mgR gg M^jggr g«rr ftM 
^ Mfa rntMi^t irt M gtMg # M rt% gg Mgrtl 

g. ftgRidtg R«qig art? w g^g 

4. gta RTg ^ siiRm Remg 3 fR M Mm si^to g#^R afR Rgg #ir^ 
tRm arRtRtgg ^t wt arjq^t gt arcing 29 4 29031200 H\i $ amte M gicfr fMrgM 
g c ftg g g t l gMt gg gfl^r Mr Mm?gg> t afR gMg Rig ggfMt gggg $ gregggft 
M 1 1 gg MRdfSd gRfMrgt ^ gcgrgfir Mm Rig 1 1 gg Rig ^r ^pr Rig ^r mfM ^mg 
t 1 IMt ftgg^ ggggg ?rt IMMg g^mg gt ^ arggr mgm 
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ft4> fftn? TZ&K 4* fen? 655 3TeR/ftt. ?R afR 4W 33JT4 4* fen? 611 ^STeR/ftt, 34 
sft I * 

^.2 *RcJ 3€Jt J l 4> fft^R 

7 . NTCJtn <b fft^R wR ft fttft fftx? 44 ft :- 

i) 34^44? 33 RdKUftd acMiq 4? 4R ft 3TC 4ftf ft Rltiqft 'tfftlSTT 4ft 4ff 4ftt ft I SfftTO- 

tp^ vjft arrftm 44 x?4> 44 ft, ft fft44 4> aiepfa fft4RT#r vjcniq 4> ^r ft 

fftgJT^cT 4efRT§3 ^ 4lftft \3eel<9 ft 44 ft 4>teft4 4#RT?3 4> aTRITcft 44 4Je4j 4ft 
3ftfeTT 44 3ecR3 fft>4T 44T ft I 

ii) ai#44 33 an ^<<5 4> 4ift ft arew ft f^Rfft Micnftdt 4je4>r 4ft 3ftten 4ft 4 ft 4ft ft i 

iii) fftfee yiR)4>ift 4ft arTtef? s[Rr SRga 34 >rr44> ^ht 4* arraR 44 #tt 

xnfl^ fft> jmrif m i crM 4je4> 4ft 4Tftten fft*? ^nft 4ft 3 ttcR44ktt ft I fftfae mfto^t 
4 ft 33 pr 4ft ftgfe wer 4ft ^saira 4Rft ft 13 ft #ft ^rfl^ 4 fft> W4 4ft 4%4T 4 >, 
cfU-H I 4<ShW HIH^ ft an^qcp £RT ft# 4ft^ 3444R44? ^*ll M<yi 4ftf 4ft 4# £ 
frrcrft m i chM gft 3ftten fftn? vmft 4ft ^rot 4ft aftftRnjft w 3T 4?4> I 

iv) anft 44 > ft 3 ft ^Prafm 4#4 % 4 # *jeT wet 4> 3Rh afR 4 # 4#n4 3 Rt 4 > ^Rh 

^fnr %qj i >H i 4uiP i 4? ^h4t| ^ ^Rh ’ft ft3ft ffftafRr 4#4 ft 4ftt 4# 

fft^n l 

v) 33 ft^ 43444 4> anjftg 44 3ftten 4ft 3 t «ft ft ftrcrft ft# qRf^jfcRri pp^ft # 
^ IftRTft *Tfft RT^Rt# # Rl^iR^I # ^T^ft sft, # nRqHo ?t ^T# t ^fR ^e<r> 
^ft fftro ^Rft, TOft aRraT ^eift # aiN^cbdi t I OTifft, ^#th ft, 
mRR^R >4 c " mRci^ ^Rf^ftcrot" ^ ft f^rft numfa ^ftfafn # arrotr^ ftt l 

anftRT aRf^T ^ ^ftftRr witp j*rt ^r arrft^r ft # ^>ftt ft 

IftRTft qRe)(3d nRR^fc iftt ^>T ^eeR? ft I anft^F ^>T ^ amiR 'Tift ft WTFT ^T 

TTRcfRr ^TvjfR ft 3Rf m^T ^ f4^T WT ^T ft I ^pRR 3jfR RPTTJ? ft 

eFTlft ft M^ld ftt ^TlfeT #Hcff ^R aTFTM ^nft ft i 
Vi) ail^qcp cf>T ^TftT * cii'wRcp JRfft 'Tftf ftt ftlfftcT ft 3ft^ ^ffft 

Iftv# «rl% # ^RTffrf # TWIT " ?nffteT ^Tftf ft I aRT: Mld^ft# ^ # ^ftfen 

Wt arsRT ^ft tthm Wt # chi^ft 3rftmaft ^ arrete ft anrqfRT ft l 

vii) an4< 44 ? 4>r ^T4T ci4hh ^prft ft (4-4 rt#t 3cmk fft^nfer 4efRi^ ^r arTEnf# 3ftf ft afR 
anftci'cfv ft aRRm afRarjnftrftt ^ert m f4?4RT torr ft I 

viii) ad-rre ^r, fft# afR 5 m?TT 3 m4Rt ft rfj# ^etr 33tt^t ft ^etr enft ^ ?n#k denied 

^ ^RRT Mniftl 4>T nfftJTR ft I f^rft wfti "gcEF 4ft fft>R3 4Rft 4>T 3Rid 3TTSJR 3Tft 
vSTTft 4ft 4> e^dl 4ftf 4ft RT 3T4# ft I 

(ix) ftFT 4ft ^ ft ^Rc^ 3 'eft'n 4 ft aRR 2 farr MIcHft# ^e 4 > eRTft ^ fen? ^ arftfecT 

4ftf 2ft I 4F menfttft ^Jc4T ^ TTfftft^I 4? fen? nmq<s'4ftf 44 34 kTT ft I 

(x) anft44T ft cn£ f^TT ft f^ -ge^ 4> RT^fttft ft fft#cT 4ft4cft ft ft I ET2TTfft 

4F ft^T ^THT 4Tfft<? fft> fft?4 ft 4Rft 4TeT 4ft 4ft4?ff ft ft ft I 4##T # f% 

^s4 4^T 4TcT ft, 4ft 4ft4cfr ft Mlddfttft ^e4> ^ ftlft ^ 4^414 aTc4fft4> ft 

afa 4ftn# ft ^RTT fft4fcT4ft ft 3eeR? fft>4T ft 3?4I44 eiMId ft <^f<§ ^ ^W J I 

" ft I 
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*77Jd 4R74 t, 4> *7 ftgq 4 1 74 5? 4Td4M SJo4> $ olFJ 7g8 $ 474171 74* 

Tmiqfa cznftcT ^p8 8t I Her**? 451448 48 *884*8 % h? 3138*1 4r8 4* 

31^4*7 t f8> 441 41d4 48 7R14T 4R8 *8 IcR 7Je4> 48 oFUTTR cfP]; 7S4T 48I7 afft 
w 7jo4> 48 w 4 r8 smt ^8 vMfa 4*8 4) 4T5 588 4> qn8 t ?8 ms\ ^48 
3471ff8 #f8 37441 <88t 48 TOT 7|8t, 57T $71*I4> *8 3*71871 5ft TrffelT ^ 
4Ru|IH«*>M Mlf^Jchl^ Pl*riR7T 4 >t 8 f % 4Td4M *Jc 4> 48 3f*7 3114*445711 4Sfc«fr*8 
TRFTl ft>51 vsmj I 

13. yiRlchl^ 8 714) 4ft W5 48 3ft7 ^44* ft4R t ft> Pm 23 8 " 8cjfe 48 

4* dldft vW^dd WET 4R8 4) qWTTT ^Je4> 48 cFTTcTR ofPJ 7g8 48 3H4¥44>dl % 

*iRta»i 8 4* 8 % q ft tf4ten 48 ^wHid 8 I Trften 48 sjtssftti ^ (oiq ftm 

88* 48 3H4¥44>dl ^88 t 4? 41^4)18 4) 4171 *4>KIR4» TjxRl t fvRT 47 ft87 4R8 
*884*8 5? PlRxld q>^ f ft, 44T 7ge4> 4) eRldK ^7^8 48 3TFTCWdT d8 4JRT 48 
71*8511 48 4^5771 t I d^HH T TT T Tet 8 3lftq4> 8 3148 71*8511 3lftqq 8 *lfild>l8 ^ 7R51 
TldfRITW 7J441 *7^71 48 «ft 3ffc 5? 71*854 *7^71 ?7T 7155RI7R45 TJcRT cfr 31RR 47 ^ 

48 *r 8 8ft I 7f45RI7H4? ^441 44 7TT748 88t ft>78 ^441 8 ^f71T t ftl748 37I5R 47 
*lftq>r8 Tl^ftTl 44^4Tf 4R 7T4 k 4 t I d«Tlf8, 41^44$ ^ 3TRf^4? 747 47 4«itftd 7454 
4> 744 ^44T 48 444 4R8 48 3T^54 4^f 48 4fT?8 t ^74 % W4 48 44^47?'^ ^7R 
f^4T 4474 t I 1^44 4TfM ^ 4I4t 3^7 ufcKldl 48 gfe ^ 7454 47^4 4574T W4 44 
i%44 % 387 ^ 444 48 44^41^ ^ ^TFT 74854 44 SfJTtd 4R8 4 Tc 8 HI<£T Tff^d MlfS^I 
efTTT JRgd 4574T ^174 t I TT^tR, 74854 44 qf^TR 7T^l54 48" W44 4TfM IRt 47^4 
7454 48 ^4474 47^4^7 4)^4 I 3T7T: 4I^4>|8 44 4? f^4I7 t % W 74854 HlRl4,j8 ^ 

4T7T xdMcHdcJ 7T447T744) 7J44T ^ 344T7 q77#44^^7o4847ftt t^R^T S7T 4T7T 48 
^Tt 8 t % efPJ ^Jc4) 48 74854 3f8fif7T «8 I 

14. 1 eR 7J >3^84 8 4? 7T4) f$4T t f^ ?7T 74T4 ^ 77R 47 MIcHM) 74T47T 

4R8 48 MlWd 48 JRIRiTT 4>t 8 44 4R 4lRl4)|cr>dI 47 ^Idl % I vjeiVi % 4? 3l854 

4# 48 wt 8 t f8> qiddM ^4> 48 Rr^tr epnq ^tt 8 48 urot 48 VRiftid 458 
387 4^ ^84 8 ?7T 4T7T 48 48 3^54 4^f 48 ^478 t f8> WdM ^c4) ^ 

f877H ^ qRuiR'MToM 588 48 TRTfRf 387 4Td4M ^c4> 48 4Tl8 77I4T 4T7)8 t I 
54f8448 8 fTT ^ 48 444 48 t 3flR TOM f844T478 ^ 3T^4 11 (l), 1l(2) 44 
4T7T 23 8 181%d v3444 48 eqR 8 773T 44T t I f4 7414*8 ^ 3TJ747 ?7T 34714 48 447T 
^cRT ^ 34417 47 f8> 4Td488t’7]e4) 48 RRcR eT4T4 448 44 48f 38 RtT 4 4^f t, TT^e 
^8 ^ 4T4 M [ 184 48 88 ^c4) 48 74W 4R8 48 R44lR7T 488 I *88448 8 4^ 4T4T t 
18) fTT \3444 4) cT^TT *88448 48 *47T 7J44T ^ 344R 47 TT^fe 44 HR 34 4474 
t I *88448 8 4F 8t 3T854 48 4478 t % 4^ 34F8 Ttgfe 85 TTRlft 48 ^t4 ^8 % 

44T 4Tdd88t ^e4) -48 Rf7d7 74417 v?n8 8 vitlVl 5llcl 48 TRI^fxf 48 8454TH 

8 444 f888t I f7T44 74dRf MlddM ^c4> 48 RRcR cT4T7 w8 8 IcR 7J44T ^ 3R44 
8 8t Bt74 t I 48^ 8t 1%7T4^ 4l8f ?7T 3TRR 47 4474 4# 4R 71448 % ^8 t|7T4^ 

4T8f TlgTfm 4# 4R T® - t 387 478017 yielded ^fe4)Rl 3T4414T 4441 48%7 I 4 78 
MVctM 387 4 81 41d4M f8W4d8 8 3RT?488 4lfM 4) *fcf 8w *18^71 
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3 >T Sifter ^ t I 3IWM MlfS^i vft ftqe* ^ fcP? 

TO 3fft PRHfcRft ^ T3WI $> 3TJTO >2PTcREf TOzfi ^ fail'd <5>^ ^ 
t i zri: yrftr^t f&H'g qrfM iri 'JMcw ^Rfr ^ ^rt ^rt tot^ toi 
$ ^TT TO ^ # I 

lfa> J% TOtFT «ricf ^ 3TTO ^ 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ -*fel 

f^T 7]T7 3^ ift e?IH $ f I xftcJTOfPT ft dct ^T feeTW 

d<*>! HZJpf 4 ^<91 7 RT t I 


infill »jiRit»ci*i( cfe fcEj H«ucfl : 


Pmfe c^Ncf ^nf^r 


■wlceimUKmiiaKiEM 








[Mm— wzi ] 
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xt. 2 . 

^.2.1. *1RRI 

19. MlRjchl^ ^ #*TRJccb $Pr 3Tf&pRR 1975 3ft 3RT ^(l)^) 3> 3RJ>FTR WR 

TJe^T ^ pRpXJ[ ^nft W Pi ill debt 3ft I PFTT^ 3> Pf^ft ^ 

Pilldcb/vjd-iKcb ft Rfftwft gRT 3[ftPR ^T XR R^T ft WTRT xje3 3> pRpxr[ ^ fcP? 
3TTcT^T dlRsid 3# PfRT t I fft^ft 3tk ^JtRT 3 ft 3PjqfMft ft ci^dld X TT^T 3ft ftpTT 33? 
xpPlft ^ 3lfpT gRT SR3 ^J33T 3ft 'HHH xj^T 33 3TRR 33T3T I I 3RR 3> 
3 ^t& 4 6.8 ft Hf33R | Pb ftft 3Rcfi ft V5TBT f|33^ 3pR 3T3pf ftpR 

3TR?33> ^J3R ftft ft ^R 3Rcf f 3RI3T 3R3 H33R % ^JtRT 3# 3Rlft f 3RI3T 

3TT3 ft rrqf^T ft 3T3T ^Tofft f ftt ft RTeRJ ^3>RRR? W HcbRI^cb 3> 3TRR 
XR 5TRfft3? 3tk srfpR pRfr*T 3R 33?ft t I 3RR 3> mPPi'R II ft 3TPt ^ W | Pb 
^T ?R£ 3> pRpRT x^XjftpT^RT OTefSJ 3R[ft 3^ ^ERT ft> 3TT3R ^R PK 3fT ^3?ft f 
3ftrfft? 3> tftRft PrPtwxrtr^ ft rhiwi xj^t ft> PrS^t ft> Pr 3PtPr ^rt 
differ 3f 3 ft | ^rfeR ?nft PraPr3ft/xRn33ft <ft Pr wttr xj^t 33 PRPrf iji<rM 
PiRMcft 3? pRR 6(8) 3> 3TJ3R ^TeT^T 3sft ft> 3TRR xr fftRT 33T | I PrI^ 3> 
^nfr Pi ill d cbV^ 3333ft 3> fcR *** 3R. ^TcR/ftl ^3 WR ^ Pr^RI f^RT RZJT 

t t 

^.2.2. Plilld cflqd 

20. PrPt cf^pR ^T Pr#RT #3M3n^XRT ^RT 5 RtT 3TPTR 3TR^T ^ 8TRR XR 

rtt I l ^ 3 trr 3tP^1 ^ 3rrtr Prt 1 ^ ^ xjrm 3 rPt ^ ^Pr 

44 ^ft. cR pRTT^eR cfvfRr^ ^T pRlpT PfRT ^RT | I ^|eT XR ^cb f^ ^ 

3TtWl ^J2R7 M^R RR cbR^dHI £R ct^Hd'l cbt pRRePt ^ feR 3R$?TR 

R%, W XR ^ ^ cbr?UT >HHIi|\uR PfRT RJT t I PRT^7 ^ 

pRlWf/X3RK^t ^ PR cbK^HI ^R ^pR ^T pRpW *** 3R. ^TeR/xp.-^T f^RT WU 

t I 

W.3. crfjpri 35»)P5T 

21 . #3ft#3TT^xr^T ^ 3TRR STT^r ^ 3Tjm X3fm 3RPr ^ ^pR ^JT 3T3^PbT ^ 
P^i^eR cfriRf^ ^T ^ pRpT PfRT f | ^dfcR, JFlPpR^ pRpT ^PR 4^T 
xiPcpRR 3FR XfRR t I 

■$* 

W.4. XTT^T Rp^r 

22. MR XR2j XR ^3?R PrgfPd pRlpT ctfpR c^ 3TRR xr yiPlcbl^ % ^TR^ Rf^R 


^t Phi ggR Prh t: 




P^d *jc?l ('Sicix/xft.ciH) 



4^5 PRT ^3TT 

*|oTT 

^> PRT f3TT 

XpTT 

w Pri 

f3TT 


*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

-5 

-9 



*** 


+** 
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^. 2 . *trafT aft? jwg 

27. SffcT 3T^rf^ ^ fcP? 3fftt ^ t ft «TfcT ?m 

srafinfc ^Tct snft #cfr ^r arrora ft? $ I d<$HR 

5RT W-Jrtfifar 3TRTTCT ftHIJHW f : 


Wpt M ^ arnmi 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 


^ 3TRTTCT 

#. CT 

KB 

8199.00 

2697.74 

■S3 

*lM* T 

>ft. 

3224.00 

6178.00 

2692.00 

3012.00 

R|MI||>{ 

ift. OT 

■BES1 

1501.00 

5.00 

44.00 


4t. 

0.00 

520.00 

0.74 

0.00 

3ri ^r 

4t. ^ 

630.00 

649.00 

3258.26 

10190.00 

2>d 3TRITcf 

4t. ^t' 

3855^00 

8848.00 

5956.00 

13246.00 

airmefr ^t ^tsir f^wr 






^RT5g[ ^fT 

% 

83.66 

92.67 

45.29 

23.07 

^jWto 

% 

83.63 

69.82 

45.20 

22.74 

Ri^ngp 

% 

0.03 

16.96 

0.08 

0.33 

^RT 

% 

0.00 

5.88 

0.01 

0.00 

3T^r ^r 

% 

16.34 

7.33 

-- , 

54.71 

76.93 


28. #^tenj?O^T eft 3Tft# eft 3TpTR WcT 3T^T eft ^Pf ^rff ^ 3012 *ft. 

cpr ^ arrara # I ^ eft ftn t ft fifete ejrt m^iRici 3Tft# eft 

3T^TR WH%- ftWSl 2004 ft ft*H 10200 ft. <PT ft cf^ftt 3Tftp 3TRJRT ft? t 1 
^fpT ^>[ *TFHT % ft TOjatft ft 3TRTRT ^T eft ^fPT £RI MtJ Wf £ *TT 
ft^^ftt ftft 3TRT ftH l fofr 4^ftfRR ft 3TcRfa ft&lft ftf ft ft eRIT M!<hM 

29. ft tot ftr ftte ft*n £ ft ftl>jte 3 rftft ft ftrfoi tv ft nm ft 
<mft *m\ ft fftftr <?ftt? ^ £ ; cTsnPr ^ftft ^ ft ftte fftn t ft ft aiftft 

ft ft %jH 4® ft *ft cra> ft arafft ft fat? £ ^raft arafft ftfta ft arofa artfa, 
03 ft *ft 04 ft felt? % 1 

30. 3ftft3?ftFfr §Rr WcblRld 3TT^r ft 3TFTPTt ft ftt Hl^T ft £ ftftt fft 

#3M3TT^ttj^(t^ SR[ ft ft ft £ I aftft3ftt?^T §RI ycfrlfacl *Jc*PTR aiift ftt 

#oM3TTj t? u^ % *WRt n ftft £ l ftft wft <ft irfct ft aft ai?R £, 

craft ^tftftanfq*®^, ajiftarfttf ato ^R&e srt jra>rftra ariftr ft ^rrar ^ ftr 
ft ft 3i?R t I 3^T: HlRl4>l^ % ^ eRZT ^T %JTT t ft 3mTTcft *TT*T 

#3?r#3TT^Tu^7^ sri H4>iRid 3it^r ^ 3#^ 11 

31. 3TT^t3IT^W ^ 3IT^r ^1 ^ 3ft? ftt? trt aiT^TTeff ^ 
3PR ^r€f % I l^rfcnj 3TRTTeff cfe 3lt^>% 3TcFT <$> fcf? HlRjcpIxl OTffar §RT 

3mrft 7f2ft x T^fcT ^ WRT t I ^ ^cf c^McHt 3lk ^xpff cf> 3ft^i ^T 
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MFT TcfxJT TRn 6 WM 

I qMT MtHT <§oT 3TFIRT cf> 5I^R cm >§IW 6 1 

STcTTcT rfc]el 3TFTTcTt rft vTsef 

Trrarr erf ?pft rfrft 3 ?nftoT rfm w t cprf1% nfrf 

arm tk^RMW *r airric 

f rfFCT v5Trf f 1 

32. 3TR5% w 1 fc 

F pel 3TRTrf ^ TTO ^rf rf ferf 3 RrIcR rft 

^ffr? rfrf t crftf^ ^rfr 3 

TRN erf efr rf^R cFm 84% erf ^eRT 3 uTR 3Tcrf& c£ 

^RFT 23% cfrft t ! rf 

TnrfcFT rf viim TTcTRI rf qRl-l 3TFTET ^^1 % I Rfn^ 

rf 3TTTR urfcl 3Rf& rf rf^F 

T 0.33% ^ 'jRftj TR rf vrim rfx!M 

arrora cur Utot 23 % 

WIT t 1 3TFTRT STrfrrf rf 3RT M rf 3TRTRT ^ rf wrf 

rfrf t 1 ^STRF 

f erf 16% erf HeRT 4 3Trf£l rf rf^FT ^cF57 777o rf 


>j|Br 



i t iFyitiF" ?rfl: * ;piti * ; * :ti; * i; ^* : * [i ^ ctj| ™^ i:r; * ;n ^i 



. 1 tv 1T . 11 • j r» 7T\H 11 

^^>!yfct11lt?^N!cc<^K^MsFiR^cauR^fca^EEci^^^BKM8B 


l£lSSkllCBfit>IfiftflUfiiftiAUIIfilftilKEcllL!]lEI2IG^H 


k:^fi[:[jifc»!nunFiKu5Bi^g||p|p!irefcitHErlPPicWi 



HMiHIBBH^M^iMEffilMl[jifrB^L2iiL!fcef ^B;ifiI 



EfeMBJfcc^fcpm^a>i^p^MPj|rj[f.|Fjit:f;fcijB| 


Gg^|p^gaKPiulpffl|MjcjKEEHE^«5llE^^^i^B 

I r^P ItR^LScfflC iEkFr 11 

li Mf ElMlffffKlRMBHIiB^fltifiWflBiM 

^ r< □ i f rW?Tv7?i\ 

jy i ra jnsnCnM^iyj 


i ['C CrTf 


'3^fPT rft M, - %dcMI«5H 3fR ^FTcTT vjM^Vf rf 3frf 

cRfft mftcT OTRUrf rf WcJ, ^ rfrf rf, rft rf erf ^ t I ^fHT 
T^TT 3 ^ MRcl^H ^ ~g3TT t I ^ STRIT ^ 2000-01 4 3frf WR STeffa rf 
^rf t I SFTcTT 3 rffe 3Rf^ ^ #?FT iRckrf ^T t tTSJTrf 
WfR 3 TJETTC 5 RffET rftTT t I 3TRR ^ ^ 3EFrf 100 % rf 3 Tf^ SFTcTT 

^ ^T m 3fR cR rf 3TRN erf erf pTTT 3 3Trf^ rf ^RH 3% ^ 3fR 
^ t I WfrR vic^lcH 3 3TRR erf rft pRT ^ 3RRr rf 3% <rf ffe 

r j - q z rf i 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 

(^fe s^fa) 


*%* *** *** *** 


100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 


*** *** *** *** 
100.00 93.89 96.33 103.40 


*** *** *** *** 


100.00 


93.89 


96.33 


103.40 









[urn—gran] 
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W. 4 . 3fa wIN ft**U 

35. 3>oT ^TFT <3>T 31 jHH ^xfc| 3fft 3RT tsff 3»<Jial S>t T TT^T cTSJT 

$sff ^ ^cj M 3 3rRITcff ^ 3?mR *R cTCRIT W t I 3T3ft ^ <*1^*1 *ffn A 
3TTCR ^ <JoHT 4 38% <jft« ft t I M £ *TT# 4 WT * W ft# 3 
mm ^ ^ cfoHT 3 Uffa 3T^r cfr 69% fte 3TT^ t I cRITft, 3TRf 

^ foP? 2000-01 3 100 ^R ^ 1171 <f3> ^>t VIIJiww <jflr ft t I #cj vital R 
<fc wM ^ PKT^^t jpjfo ^ t sn^TR^^r Mim 3raft .£ 1m 78 

^ FRPrc 3fft t I H35R3RI #cj vkMIctoi ft# A 3TOJR^t foFTT A 

vjflfxT sraft cfc 83 <TC> <& ft t I ^TF ^Slfar t ftj ^feFlei W 1 wft 

OT?TT vJM 'ilY^ $ ^STR^rY ^ SJT #7 ^3#1 ftft# ^ *Jc*T 3lk ^TT^T ^ 3 

^J?JR f^Rir FlcTT <?|Rh \3£Jt J I 3jfr vScMI^cp! t? W? ft# ^ f*RT3^ 3JTt I 

tf ^MR ft# 1 h 3>t SPjfrF M<fflcT tttt t, cRflft ^fl tl FcR 

M ^ «T5T ftRTT Fl#cf ft^lT t affc 2000-01# 100 t? 3m?R ^ ^R 1171 tt 


' > V ' 

—--—*- 




2002-03 

2003-04 

T#T $ 


2000-01 

2001-02 

(ujf? srafa) 


^—«----— 

oqimftsp w] 

^t. 

**# 

*** 


*** 



100.00 

115.81 

108.83 

138.14 

3TOTT 

■Rt. m 

3225.00 

8199.00 

' 2697.74 

3056.00 

TJ^fa 

^sns 

100.00 

254.23 

83.65 

94.76 

3 ^^#^ mm 

^ ZR 

630.00 

649.00 

3258.26 

10190.00 


BSSH 

100.00 

103.02 

. 517.18 

1617.46 

■?T^3^ T r^ ftftrqi 

4. ZR 


*** 

*** 

*** 



100.00 

i 93.73 

96.31 

107.12 

3F*T 'RTC#^ cicHK 
fafsb^l 

ift. ^ 

*** *** 

_1___ 

*** 

*** 

yqfti 


100.0C 

_-_1 

> 104.82 

106.06 

114.31 

•-—- 

Tmr^r «ink ft44ii 



% 

**1^ 

-1 

|t *** 

*** 

#** 

3T^ft 

MEEltMI 

loo.od 

) 80.93 

88.49 

77.55 

31^ ‘MKdl^ 30tl<<*> 

% 

♦♦♦ 

*** 


T^frT 


100.00 90.51 

97.45 

82.75 


% 

♦** 

**★ 



«fc4l45 

100.00 219.53 

76.86 

68.60 

3T^T ^T 

% 

*** *♦* 

♦** 

*#* 



100.00 88.95 

475.21 

1170.88 



100.00 100.00 

100.00 

100.00 




























r I—3FS13 
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^.7. g>frm fifaft 

39 TOT cftro xRl^aft «rf% cfc 3 TTTOTO TO TOTOjtf tiid* t; 3 ^T 5 ™ *"^ 

^ c$m to ft*TT #?TOT cftTOTOft# ^ TOST w *1faj Xj|«t ^ 

cfc W iMcft tort eft t i iftcj, OTW ft ftft «rf?rcfleT fttar to ^ 

<fc ftrTRIsfH TOTO ftt cTOcT ftf SIR if ^T f? ft^T W t J ^ 

araraT arsTTOTaft ftr totto TOft * finj spro ^ftn ftr n-ieft^ f^or w t I fs 

^ ato ^ ^ 

l uro arafc ft ftro ** 

c^§t*TcT ftaft ^T Hir^M PlMif^Kl ^ $CT : - 


cR <Dl*id l^d»t 


W^) 

Kuny (4^) 

ftilcl^ ctn*fcT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

W* ^ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

mn ^Tci tr f%^ 

*** 

*** 


^TcT TR t%a?t (%) 

*** 

*** 

*★* 

ctffacT xp? f^st?] ^ ^l*il 

5-15% 

4-13% 

25-35% 


40. Tpaft araraT, tots to tip ^ ftr^ TOfm ftt ftr^ ft^ ft ^ * 
afR^r TOsftTTrft^f^^ftro^TOMftTft t 1 

3R3J wm${ * 11 MQ^: 

41 . wTOrarorftTOijTO, «*rai. **"*>. «w^ tot ^ *ftrn ftt fej 

tot ft *ra 'jfcrft *rro 3 fr=fi ft ^ ft ^ 

fgft TT^ TOrroft ftt *to to* ft uwra aro arftfo wft. wm 

irom ftt ift^r eETfcT to tot tot *ft. to Pimi^ Wn ^ ^ ^ : 

^, 8 . ctnnre<n 

42 . TOfft ft arPTeRf ft *ftcj, ^ftPT ft* dl'*W<WT TO W* ^ W t : - 

43 . STM ftt tfl34R sTcMTTO ftt elTTO aTOTC eft ftt ep™ ft TO^T aiftft ft < ^H ^ 

1 fftftt fttro ft ^ TOroft 

ft* 22 % TOT *r wroft ft* 8% ftt TOftfcr M * ICTTOT ihpR.wflra 

p*5M«W^<ilOOi^^*^*^ ffT * 

TOT TOT >HtJ > «)«€ . RW ft TO 96 ft "lTO I TO TOTO ft ftP? PRTTO TOffteT t TOT 
3TOR crt if 100 TO cTPT «TO SraftT ^T -2 ^ ^tTO TO5TTOTO ^T TOT I cTO 6 

TOf^RT laTTtTOTaTOR^^IOO^l^TTir^TaT^r^^TOTOTOTOrAaOfT 

TOT I 
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TY 3Tclf^ ^ eft TTSTT 3 3TT? i 

smrrc ^ &r 100 fcHi ^ ^ 3 73 ^ Prcicre 





2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

1 

*** 

*** 

*** 

100 

70 

73 


(ftN 3TgfsT) 


TOI 


feffiT 4 viffer 3TcTRr e^ *M<j8 3 ffe ft I 3T^ ^ 

6% *T# I TTffr cb^Tlltyfoin. ^ 3 MRchf^ld *T5Tf$ «T^ 32% 
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2600-01 2001-02 


2002-03 2003-04 

3rafa) 


*4dlRft ftt TRTT 

nftrT ^^5 

% TrfcT fe.m ^./fft.m 

TTft% Tjftg 


*** 

;. fr-r; *** <_ *V*f‘ 


-.. *>** 

i 00.00 

78.66 

97.79 

136.28 

*** 

*** "V.-V 

#** 

•*;** 

100.00 

83.78 

101.52 

131.79 


0.11. \JcMI4cbdl 


46. efrfcrcfM aft TORT'SfRTT aft tJcHT 4 WST ft ftTH VC<fr( 73 
ft t|$ I nWjft aRcf>T 36% ft TTSUR 3T<?feft afopMlfe 
«h*4>T 42% ft ^Tf I , i" H - 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 2003-04 

(^fsraBifir) 


niftfet <JcMK4)dl <*>4^41 

4^n 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

nftrr 


100.00 

70.45 

72.73 

72.73 


ft. w 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

nftar 

TjftTO 

100.00 

: ’ 133.26 

132-45 

142.17 


0 .12. *ncT Tjft 

47. w 73ft aft R^fcr 4 tjsir fem| fen t I eg Ton 4 ftfeT T^Ten 4 war 
araft ft ftrm it% aft w4?ra ^ t I sisRfa Tfej* 4 pKjfc aft- m^Ri w?i(5id 
t I araiftn Tsfe # Rwiare ftt nff% »*f?Ki t aror 3imrc aft go-Hi ^ war 
ft ftTH TJ? ye<!t)T 75 ft aRT I f# M«t>K ft ftWcT T^fe 3TTSFR aft. ftt ^cHT 4 
afetr ft ftT H 055ST 88 ft T RT 1 ,,• • _ ;-■■:■:•• ' 

M T H Tp ft 2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 



ft. tr\ 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

TJ^rfrf 


100.00 

104.64 

161.60 

117.30 


ft. TFT 

*** 

* * * 

*** 

*** 



100.00 

46.38 

48.53 

74.95 

3fR?r 

ft. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

ycjtri 


100.00 

64.84 

’ - n- -<• 

84.36 

88.37 


0 . 13 . ft%?T awT nr arm 

48 . V3TO sra© * ^ srt tfif <aro atro ^ wy* ™ 

ftfcr^f^nTOl i^^imstraR 

^ eft gro *r war arafit ^ aimRftf 3 l^R ^ 4 to* ^ t l 


y\^tfUv-2. 



IS 
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2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 2003-04 

(Tsffer araftr) 

r s_ in 

TOw 


W13 7\ 

** * 

*** 

*** 

*** 




100 

99 

92 

101 

f> __ 

M^T^TR 



*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

^TtTT^) 










100 

91 

81 

72 



ms t. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*#* 

3^frT 



100 

117 

116 

100 


^-Tp^3TTCR 

eTF3 T. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

TFffo 


t£=t)«i4* 

100 

98 

91 

80 


''K 3TFT 

% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 




100 

4257 

-9089 

601 
























^T. cTT 

3224.00 

6178.00 

2692.00 

3012.00 

Ri»ii3? 


1.00 

1501.00 

5.00 

44.00 

3i>i51cpT 

4T. ^ 

0.00 

520.00 

0.74 

6.00 

3TR 

4t. ^T 

630.00 

649.00 

3258.26 

10190.00 

r : - — 

J>ci 3TRTTcT 


<■ 3855.00 

8848. Ool 

5956.00 

13246300 
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si. wet 3T^r $ tsff mm fosT m % I Jrafifa ^n t 

3HT ^?fi mm ^>t cjcffi $ ^WcR t I ^ <rar ^t 3^1 

^jf 3TRntT 3TRR ^ ^ 16% 3>t cJcFTT 3 W4 3RRT ^ cte W 4 MR 

^cf STRTcit 35T 77% t?t ^RT I ufHT cT3> ^T cRT ^T 4TT t, STRlcT <£<l4l<J 

^ STRTcft <*>4cK Q>1*ial *R £ ! 4^ \J&Vt ^ c!^ fen % 
xfrr ^T STRTcff 4TT 4T^T v*T ^T t cRT ^T ^T * Hlfaq>K) ^ STfto 

TOpfifRTtl 


3 T.2. *TFT 3 OTT/SRRT OT?T ^ flfW> 3 nRq&i 

'■ ♦ 

52. **5 <R$ eft fct PFT 3 JTCcSnjuf ^JKfttT ^ fc < IS* ORR ^ g?RT <t 
vjJTq srafil ft ft>!R 30% cR> WfeflJ <»>I'M> $5T eftRR ^ift t fyRI^t 

tAo^ vitf[4 <5t wfcl |*lf l»T I 

U.3. f^ft cWT qfrcj ^ngqft ^ jfa RRR uRtfUlcW cqqgK cRT 

53. TOJ *J3cT ^ 3TRTcT 4“TR t cRT IMT 3 «4Nk mRi^Ic44> 

atcIfR oRJ, ^ t I 3^ft 3RTRT 3RI tflft ft 3tRTft ftt W ft Wfcl 

gqRfcjftr % ftr 1ft iK% ftftf ft arrarat ft wt ch-mR*' .w ft 3ft 11 

c$[ vJ^lVl cpt fiETfcT 35T q>M HI4T WT TORT I 

jJT.4. X?4 ft^jd cRT fig 

54. iMRicfl 3i«raT rfWtPraft ^ ‘#(ftir^ ^>r ^ aifm g>r ft s# ^ ^R°r ^ 

W ^ MiH+K (JTCT ^iff aaraT ftRJT JPIT t tAci ^eil J l 

amjR ^ ^ #?h gpi prai g>t Pnsrfa ^r ^gi an wet srafa ^ ^f?R ^ f^rt?r 

■=)ff |3?T t I 3traR ^ prai g5RDI ara ^ ^ ^ 

TTOf^t g>r ^IT 35ROT ^iff PRI RT WcIT f^Rl% ^fPT g>T SlfcT ft Bt I 


5t,5. ^ ^rPr ^ a?nag?n 

55. ^cj, 'd«MK«Rn 3 ^ETR «4f?l3 |3TT t I *T? 3TOIR ^ a5t ge Ht ^ 

3Rf®T ^ ^f?H ?33R 42% W 7 Pft I 4>*5piR<ii ^5t *1«l<j51 vJlip 3(4^1 ^ ^I^H 36% 

era? aftR artef i^.^r. aRPH sjm ^ $crt ^ araflr ^ 

32% cR> 7 T^ I 
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' • • ... . — 

d vz t fmr t ft? xrdm ^4 ami wfm ^ m qrf 

t tMT TIM fSjpl cTTfcft, en^TWqdl ?M[ cFIT^ TE? tjft ir 3 TRT ^ ^£fR ^ 
?T t I WT 3TTSJTT erf q>t cj?HI 4 Rpcf 3Tcrf^r ^ 4 tH 30% TO «r£[ I ddH) 
?ran 3 ift ^ cr wf cMTft. ^dm <£ totr f%rd $, ^dm 
% sim ^Rfm <£t c[fe 4 Imre: 3Tlf i 

anmt ^ srifpft q> 3Ejmr iU<$ $ Rrito 3tt^ ct^tt qftm^ : tot 

r 4 dt fW*c 3nf i 3k, 3 rM^i 3rmrat cfr ^ qqrft ff 3 flr 
wi 3> flr& dt toj^t ff I dr qrd t % 4 

J^Hdl eft <JcF|T d 3TTO ddf 4 ftqfa TO cf^Tcff TO |q f I 

^ qi^t % ifei ^rdW % <ft dcr qft ft Tft t 4 nifo> anffe 
^ f^rror d ^Rici t 1 Tim ^dr d 3TTmt dt cffhT^r, irdj Njdtrr eft cftqdl $ 
q^TTR 3jk 3TTO ^fl d 3MT?fl q?t cft*idl 3jk c£ d£*1 vjK, TftcJ TOt 7 ! qd qftndl TO 
^TeTTf t I 


3T- 


qq«fa ift 


<ft dTOTOTT 


59. $# qd m c£ stoice toW dr arRr to arf^r d dt qTRrffrr dt 

TfTOqro qSt yfjq wRidi'<l £ki vrdrq "gRi fdq to? qjcfr d totot to dt qif % 1 


vjdrro d Rftror fdro t % Pif 3 ^ TOftoft qm 


rnpcT qmr er^m t- 


t^t qm rt 4 qfdrFRmr arfer #n qfr^t t; 

m w# q>t qidm Rqq wd ^ mRuiihw^m 53dm c 4 ?rRr ^ q 5 t 


TTHTW t 


Rdrqq fcfR f : - 


iT .1 


flJMl'i eft TP 


M 


m q5t 3TMf^c5 mm t % qieqyleft ^ 5 - c^ rt 4 ^ 
HfelR^d cPRdr 4 HTcT WTN d Ofiq^: 


qrcftq 






(g>) grcr jrasifira ^ w % «nw^*nfe3^Wf *rc 

Prafa srrtt t afo tjM*j tot ^t 3J5*rfSra> *?raT an # 11 

# 

(g) zfa f&ft yfam eft gcBT % raffe ftm t W y> %? toit? ^if^ 

yfrrn ^cm^ ftcr t i OTmfcm *ft*?ft # fo# sf?r ^ wt 3i^i^d ^ ^ 

(tt) vrrrfto -^m yft -y^Rn?^ ^ srt ■$m^-mm w # i 

M ^ 3fongggr ftwit ^R) ynft zm$ % yyfer frit t % PrM y& *m $ 

^reier P)4d1 3 qfo fr q W $ 3 ’TRcT m WT, ^N 3fo mtf^TT y> ym$ 3 ^*RT, 

^^yprft3tfRRi3&raptfto*ryfayr wr 11 ^*frct^ ff %m 
yg^ yera t, 3TR= *<tmift<ft t ft? yienM g*y> y>r ft^ft *ft <rf y#Rr #t 3> 

MR^ I H^q 3TT3Rft ?ft I 

62. H)fe*w8 % *n? ^ ^5t Wt 3>t sfR m ftZ ftwiT ft> M % ?sR ^ 

&nm arten^KT w 3 rr ^ t ftry m ^ g*y> yft crt m t, ^ 

yrerM gyyryift^r fen? snft ^; TOg’ <reg ift yfecr <r ytnpf vm yft t l 

2 T.2 3*|i|ld1 ^T 3Traf&g> ST^TR ft'RTT ^ M : > 

63. t?fr c?5T to ftro y^of ft ^ arfty? t I ?raft yg*5 ftvjjpT stfttct g^ gyy 

3OTRT y5t ^Rft 3 t yfr micmM gey? y> ar^fH r# # I mroM fsrtt wt t efr 
HRcfhi rn^TR ^ 3TRmt ^ wm^i % f^RRt «rf!r ^ g^Rigfxr Ft^t i 

64. yit^T^- yr^ t yy y^r fMt ttt^t srt ^ryfer yff t, errfr, yrrorsfr 

^jp yrPm eT^ y? gc^ g^r 3rrymt ^ y^f^r $ yf^Rfa ^r y^t wto y# t cpfr% g^o 
gyy wnf) y^t wro y> fery y#y f^yr yrrm 3T^rf^m t I 










I 
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^q\ 5 3 <Hq<£ ^5 ^ 

69. ft^ l go ift WRT^ 3> vdcMK^ T qft 3114^ W ^ #? eg<rciWi4* ft 

v3^ | c{H ^> ^jq 3 mRu|(? 1 l?tft t 3lk vJcHiqfti 4)1 ^ ^ tfsHiql *R fttf Rro^FT ^ # I 

ftt ye<ft qFT 3ffc WkW*} ftt ^ PFT ft Pt^P 3 R ^ftq ^ vd^iqcpl ft 
qT^f ^ q?T ft#-clftt ftftft ^R qT^T ft 3itfNI fttt ftwr q£f t I ^Vflq ^ ft 
p i ftdft l 5Ri qRtfta qpsfR^ crcraRqreq % we t I q^fR ar^icft ft 3FjflR 
TCJ ftt ^ ftq qRcT ft feR ftft*e eft | HRctta PFI ft eqftt uRj^ff ft aicmifctco 

q^^^ftqFft eft ft*n tfft 

zn dt ftVq cft ”m pt^t zmm w^- ftft ft qpft eRftt qftftt ftreft q^cRwr flier ftqft ^fftt 
5nj^ qiqft^i srafa fftftt w, era wrm sptctt yjh<H erm, eq?ft sfR 
q? 3TRT q? Hfct<ft<3 qqiq qftqT I 3RT: U|<M'ftft ^Jc3> ftt qiRxi ftft ft mR u IH^<I> d£lVi 
ftt fllft ftt ^Hr^frT ftftt I 

a» 

70. w®4*rfl qft # fft fte ft OTim qsft $ 3 Rt ftft % atar$e *ftt ft 
dT8T qfcRqErt qR ft |f qxffcN ^c<t> qift^ eft ft flfet ftt ^Rtftft ftt *ftt ^ I 

z. aiflw ^ aRmi«i 

7 1. awet stlM^ w 1 MM t 

1. ^rter arafSr ^ tpMta 'ito $ g 5 t amm ^^ WfcRi wrt i»ft 

wtrt ^ t ailtR) ijw tR Mi pr few t ato ^ amfer f I wet ^ 
^?r ?%«t atafan ^r g>t^ fMfe Mt fw t I ^ atetfit # JMtfr4 4Mfefr «fr 

ipw W3tt itM-W ^w# wwhi ^sa ^ asSejw ’w Prafa ^ti arai nen t 
aft? ej enftet t I 

••C *^' 5 - r 4 ••• -• » 

2. ^ff ^ 3IFTTcfr ^ q>R 0 T viefpl q>t qi«iRq> 5lft ft t; 
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^ft ^ c^r ttt arfer 


liKElEI 


t i 


^ hw'jk 5 nfSra>rft f^rra> 14 3 rrot, 2003 ^ srfSrcjtRi to i7/i/20bi-#jfr^ 
3 ft? # 4 isjccb 3 #Pr!m, 1975 (vvr ?mrf§m)c^ aszini 29 $ 3i?pfa 
t ^ srafopr 3ft? ftmrg? <$ jp 3 mi erst ^ foiled fts?n#? 
: <f> airaraf w er*m: ^ ?t^iM ctfr ?er=t eft RiniiRg i crto 


imiEirag 


cf> ^\i 1975 (^rr Treftf^m) <£ otjttr 

<f>, vitMId 3Jc3> sfk #n cfR Sfftcffa RJRTftp4RR cfr TRST cjft | 

TRTo VTfW^ 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 


New Delhi, the 31 st October, 2005 

Final Findings 

' (Mid-Term Review) 

Subject — Anti-Dumping (Mid-Term Review) investigations concerning imports of Methylene 
Chloride originating in or exported from EU, South Africa and Singapore,! 


No 15/^ 8/2004- DGAD - Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended 
in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti- 
Dumpirg Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 
thereof: 


A. Bad around 

2(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) 
notified final findings vide Notification No 17/1/2001-DGAD dated I4th August 2003 
recommending imposition of anti-dumping duties on all imports of Methylene Chloride 
originat ing in or exported from EU, South Africa and Singapore. 

ii) The original investigation in this proceeding was initiated on 19th August 2002. 
The Pre iminaiy findings was issued by the Designated Authority vide Notification No. 
17/1/20)1-DGAD 24th December, 2002, Final findings of the Authority were issued by 
the Designated Authority vide Notification No. 17/1/2001 -DGAD dated 14th August 
2003 ard the final duty was imposed on the subject goods vide Customs Notification 
No. 49/: 5003 dated 27th March, 2003. 
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B. Procedure 

3(i) The Customs Tariff Act, t975(as amended) and the Customs Tariff 

(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 made thereunder require the Authority to 
review from time to time, the need for the continued imposition of definitive anti 
dumping duty imposed by the Central Government. 

ii) The Designated Authority, received an application from the European 
Commission on the behalf of exporters including Ineos Chlor, of European Union for 
review of the antidumping duties levied on the subject goods, on the grounds of 
changed circumstances. On the basis of positive information submitted by the above- 
mentioned applicants the Designated Authority considered that mid-term review of the 
anti dumping duty in force would be appropriate in view of the changed circumstances 
brought to the notice to the Authority. Accordingly, a public notice dated 28th January, 
2005, was issued and published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti¬ 
dumping mid term review investigation under Rule 23 of the Antidumping Rules read 
with Article 11.2 of the Agreement on Antidumping, in respect of the duty in force 
against the subject countries as above, to determine whether the continued imposition 
of the duty is required to offset dumping, and whether injury would be likely to 
continue or recur if the duty were removed or varied, or both. 

* 

iii) Having decided to review these final findings, the Authority initiated the 
present investigations vide Notification No. 15/28/2004-DGAD dt.28/1/2005 to review 
the need for continued imposition of anti dumping duty on Methylene Chloride from 
EU,South Africa and Singapore, (hereinafter referred to as subject countries) in 
accordance with the Customs Tariff Act,1975(as amended) and the Cus:oms Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995(hereinafter referred to as AD Rules). 
This review covers all aspects of Notification No. 17/1/2001-DGAD dated 14th 
August 2003. 

iv) After initiation of the review the Authority sent questionnaires, alongwith the 
initiation notification, to the known exporters/producers, as per addresses available in 
the original investigation, in the subject countries in accordance with the Rule 6(4), to 
elicit relevant information. 

v) Notices were also sent to the domestic industry in India seeking relevant 
information in accordance with the Rules; 

vi) The Embassies/High Commissions/ Representatives of the subject countries in 
New Delhi were informed about the initiation of the investigation, in accordance with 
Rule 6(2), with a request to advise the exporters/producers in their respective countries 
to respond to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. 

vii) Questionnaires were sent to the known importers and consigners of subject 
goods in India, as per addresses available in the original investigation, calling for 
necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4), 

j 

viii) Investigations were carried out for the period of ihvestigatton (POI) from 1 
April 2003 to 31 st March 2004 (12 months). However injury analysis have been carried 
out for the years April 2000 — March 2001, April 2001 — March 2002, April 2002 — 
March 2003 and the period of investigation. 
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Request was made to the Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and 
:ics (DGCI&S) to arrange details of imports of subject goods for the past three 
and the period of investigations; 

Copies of die initiation notification were also sent to FICCI, CII and 
CHAM for wider circulation. 

The Authority made available the public file to all interested parties containing 
anfidential version of all evidence submitted by various interested parties for 
;tion, upon request. 

M/s. Gujarat Alkali & Chemicals Ltd., the domestic producer of the subject 
and the original petitioner in the original investigation submitted its responses 
ing the review; 


The Authority verified the information furnished by the domestic industry to the 
possible examine the injury suffered and to work out optimum cost of production 
>st to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted 
nting Principles (GAAP); 



The Authority held a public hearing on 16/6/05 to hear the interested parties 
, which was attended by representatives of the domestic industry, the applicant 
ters of the subject goods from the European Union and other interested parties, 
arties attending the public hearing were requested to file written submissions of 
expressed orally. The written submissions rec^fed ffom interested parties have 
considered by Designated Authority in thisflndmg; ; 


xv) r 'he views expressed by various interested parties in response to the initiation 
iTOtif cation and subsequent to the publi§| hearing are discussed in the relevant 
paragraphs to the extent these are re levant ^as per rules and have a bearing upon the 
case. The arguments raised by the interested parties have been examined, considered 
and, wherever appropriate, dealt in relevant paragraphs. 


xvi) In accordance with Rule 16 supra, the essential facts/basis considered for these 
findings were disclosed on 13.9.2005 to known interested parties and comments 
received have been duly considered in the findings. 


in this notification represents information furnished by an interested party on 
lential basis and so considered by the Authority under the AD Rules. 

ODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

4. The product involved in the original investigation and the current review is 
Methylene Chloride falling under heading No. 29031200 in Chapter 29 of the First 
Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act and ITC HS Classification. This classification 
however, is indicative only and in no way binding on the scope of the present 


confi 
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investigation. This being a changed circumstances mid-term review investigation, the 
investigation covers the product covered in the original investigation. No argument has 
been extended, by any interested party, on the issue of product under consideration or 
like article and therefore, the Authority holds that the product being manufactured by 
the domestic industry and the product being manufactured and exported from the H 
subject countries are like articles as per AD Rules. 

T). DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

5. In the original investigation the application for anti-dumping investigation was 
filed by M/s. Gujarat Alkali .& Chemicals Ltd., on behalf of the domestic industry. The 
applicant was the major producer of the subject goods in India and had the required 
standing to file the petition under AD Rules. In this mid-term review M/s. Gujarat 
Alkali & Chemicals Ltd. is providing all relevant information and supported by M/s 
Chemplast Sanmar and M/s SRF Ltd. M/s Chemplast Sanmar Ltd. also submitted 
costing and injury information. However, on verification the information was found to 
be incorrect and unreliable, hence, the costing and injury information provided by the 
company have not been relied upon in this investigation. M/s Gujarat Alkali & 
Chemicals Ltd. therefore, constitute domestic industry within the meaning of AD 
Rules. 

E. INITIATION OF THE REVIEW AND ARGUMENTS RAISED 
El. VIEWS OF APPLICANTS 

6. Views of the applicant is summarized below 

The applicant claims that the condition of injury to the domestic industry has changed 
substantially requiring a review of the anti dumping measure in force. It is claimed that 
in the financial year 2002-03, the production of Methylene Chloride by Gujarat 
Alkalies and Chemicals Limited was 25481 MT. The applicant claims that though the 
production has increased only by 1 % from 2002-03 to 2003-04 but sales have 
increased by 14 % from Rs. 616 million to Rs. 702 million in the same period. The 
applicant further claims that the installed capacity for Methylene Chloride had since 
2002 remained at 23760 MT and utilization has been more than 100 % as production 
levels had reached 25481 MT in 2002-03 and 25784 in 2003-04, therefore, the 
domestic industry is producing at its maximuri^nd is not suffering under utilization of 
the capacity. The applicant has also claimed tt^Pthe demand for Methylene Chloride in 
India is approximately 57000 MT/ annum, however, current annual production levels in 
India for the domestic manufacturers (Gujarat Alkalies Ltd., Chemplast Sanmar and 
SRF Ltd.) lie at approximately 30000 MT. In order to meet the domestic demand, the 
user industry in India is obliged to import Methylene Chloride, in spite of the Anti¬ 
dumping duty currently in force. The domestic producers have not increased their 
capacity in spite of growing domestic consumption, which suggests that there are 
elements other than alleged dumping which are impeding the domestic industry from 
expanding their production. The applicant also stated that prices on the market have 
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doub ed since die period of investigation. At the time of imposition, prices were in the 
rang* of US $ 270-350/MT, these prices have now increase to US $ 650/MT and have 
rema ned at this level for a considerable period of time. The applicant claims that these 
high prices would indicate that the domestic industry is not suffering any injury on 
account of dumping. It has been informed that the average export price to India for 
Methylene Chloride during 2004 was $ 655/MT for packed product and $ 611/ MT for 
bulk product. 


E2. VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 


7. 


Views of the Domestic industry are summarized below 



iii 

H) 


W) 


v) 


vi) 


vii) 


The applicant is not clear about the product under consideration whose 
review is being sought. The covering letter, which is a letter from the 
European Commission, states about Methylene Cloride as the product under 
consideration under the heading subject, while the letter refers to review of 
the duty On imports of Choline Chloride. 

The application is vague about the applicant who has sought the review of 
anti-dumping duties. 

The Designated Authority should be satisfied on the basis of positive 
information submitted by the applicant that there is no need to review Anti¬ 
dumping Duties in force. Such satisfaction of the Designated Authority 
must be before initiation and not during the course of investigation. In the 
instant case, no positive information has been provided by the applicant 
justifying the need for review of the Anti-dumping Duty. 

The applicant M/s Ineos Chlor neither cooperated during the original 
investigation nor during present investigation. Even during the public 
hearing M/s Ineos Chlor did not make any submission. 

A review can be taken up at the request of an interested party provided the 
circumstances in which Anti-dumping Duty was recommended earlier have 
changed and the duty is required to be revoked, increased or reduced. 
However, in the instant case the alleged circumstances do not constitute 
‘changed circumstances’ warranting mid-term review. The application filed 
by European Commission or a European producer lacks positive evidence 
demonstrating changed circumstances. It is not the ground of the applicant 
that the product is no longer being dumped in the Indian market. Imports 
from European Union and Singapore have continued at dumped prices even 
after imposition of duty. 

The claim of applicant is restricted only to ‘no material injury’ and does not 
extend to ‘no likelihood of recurrence of injury to the Domestic Industry’. 
Therefore, claim is insufficient in the light of legal requirements for 
initiation of review or discontinuation of the Anti-dumping Duty. 

The claim of applicant is not based on Methylene Chloride, the production 
under consideration in the present case and the applicant has relied on 
irrelevant and useless information. 

Marginal improvement in production, sales and capacity utilization is a 
direct consequence of continuous efforts of the Indian producers to improve 
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the production. By no stretch of imagination this can be considered as 
reasonable ground for revocation of anti-dumping duty. 

ix) Inability of the domestic industry to meet the demand was not a pre¬ 
requisite for imposition of anti-dumping duty. It cannot now become a 
parameter for revocation of the anti-dumping duty. 

x) The applicant has argued that export prices have increased since die 
imposition of duties. However, it should be seen that world over prices of 
raw material have increased. Prices of Chlorine which is the major raw 
materia] has increased significantly after imposition of the Anti-dumping 
Duty and the increase in export prices as stated by the exporter is due to 
increase in cost of production. 

xi) There is no application on the record by any producer/exporter from 
Singapore and South Africa or any importer in India for reviewing Anti¬ 
dumping Duty on imports from Singapore and South Africa. 

xii) It is a settled principle of law that one who asserts has to prove his assertion. 
Therefore, the onus of establishing that there is a need for withdrawal of 
anti-dumping duty in force lies on the party which is seeking the said 
withdrawal. 

E3. EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

$. The authority has taken note of arguments raised by the domestic industry and is 
of the view that European Commission has made request on behalf of the exporters 
including M/s Ineos Chlor of the European Union. The request was sent through 
diplomatic channel to the Designated Authority. As per Anti-dumping Agreement and 
Anti-dumping Rules, European Commission and exporter M/s Ineos Chlor both are 
interested parties in this case and have right to file the application. In this case 
European Commission being interested party has right to file the application for review 
on behalf of the exporter. 

i r 

9. The argument raised by the domestic industry that the product is not clear as in 
the body of the forwarding letter ‘Choline Chloride’ is mentioned. The Authority is of 
the view that the product under consideration is Methylene Chloride as is very clearly 
stated on the letter under the heading subject. The letter is accompanied by a write up 
giving details about changed circumstances relating to Methylene Chloride. On the 
letter Choline Chloride is also mentioned, however, it cannot negate a complete write 
up on changed circumstances relating to Methylene Chloride. 

10. The lack of cooperation by the exporter or any other interested party is 
visualized under Article 6.8 of the Anti-dumping Agreement and Rule 6(8) of the Anti¬ 
dumping Rules. The Authority follows the rules already in operation in this regard. 

11. The domestic industry has argued that the ‘satisfaction’ of the Authority must be 
before the initiation and not during the course of the investigation. In this regard they 
have drawn the attention of the Designated Authority to Article 11(2) of the Anti¬ 
dumping Agreement. 
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rhe Authority has taken note of the provisions of Article 11(2) of the Anti- 
g Agreement and Section 9(5) of the Customs Tariff Act and relevant Anti- 
g Rules. Section 9A (5) read with Rule 23 of the Anti Dumping Rules provides 
Designated Authority shall from time to time review the need for continued 
ion of anti dumping duty and shall, if it is satisfied on the basis of information 
i by it that there is no justification for the continued imposition of such duty, 
commend to the Central Govt, for its withdrawal. And also Article 11.2 of the 
tent provides that the Authorities shall review the need for the continued 
ion of the duty, where warranted, on their own initiative or, provided that a 
ble period of time has elapsed since the imposition of the definitive anti 
g duty, upon request by any interested party which submits positive information 
tiating the need for a review. Interested parties shall have the right to request 
lorities to examine whether the continued imposition of the duty is necessary to 
umping, whether the injury would be likely to continue or recur if the duty were 
d or varied, or both. If, as a result of the review under this paragraph, the 
ties determine that the anti dumping duty is no longer warranted, it shall be 
ited immediately. 

The Authority has examined the argument and is of the view that the condition 
ction’ in Rule 23 refers to the satisfaction of the Authority of the need of 
led imposition of duty after conducting a proper investigation and not for 
>n of the review. What is required for initiating a review is positive information 
e Authority on which the Authority can rely upon to decide whether a review is 
d to examine the need for continued imposition of the duty. In the instant case 
plicant had filed positive information before the Authority in its review 
ition and the review was initiated based on these positive information filed. The 
e information imply any information on basis of which the Authority can 
ably act. However, it cannot be expected from the Authority to test the 
ation with strict evidence at the initial stage as is done during the course of the 
gation. Production of evidence to substantiate the claims and counter claims by 
> parties are the matter of investigation and are to be submitted by the parties 
ng the party making a request for review during the course of investigation. The 
le of the review will however, depend upon the quality ot evidence submitted by 
s parties to the review. Therefore, the Authority is of the view that the review has 
orrectly initiated on the basis of positive information available with the Authority 
suggested that a review of the duty in force was warranted. 

The domestic industry contended that the onus of establishing the need for 
awal of anti-dumping duty at this pre-mature stage is on the petitioner. The 
tic industry is not required to establish the need for continued imposition of anti¬ 
ng duty and the domestic industry is not required to establish that the revocation 
i-dumping duty would result in recurrence of injuiy and anti-dumping duty is 
id to be continued. The Authority has examined the issue and taken note of 
ion contained in Article 11 (1) & 11 (2) and Section 23 of the Anti-dumping 
As per these provisions, the Authority, on being satisfied on the basis of 
lation received that there is no justification for the continued imposition of anti¬ 
ng duty, the Authority shall recommend for withdrawal of such duty. The 
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Authority finds that this provision put onus on the Authority to have satisfaction on the 
basis of information received by it. The Authority is also required to examine material 
for its satisfaction whether continued imposition of Anti-dumping duty will help in 
preventing recurrence of injury to the domestic industry. This also imply lack of 
information for continued imposition of anti-dumping duty. Any interested party 
cannot take shelter on the ground that the other interested party is not cooperating, 
therefore, adverse view should be taken. Neither the Anti-dumping Agreement nor 
Anti dumping Rules gives mandate to take such adverse view against the non¬ 
cooperating parties. To deal with the non-cooperating interested parties the Authority is 
required to rely on facts available as per provision of the Agreement and the Rules. 
Therefore, the Authority is relying on the information available to it from any source, 
including information provided by the interested parties. 

15. The Authority also takes note of other arguments raised by the domestic 
industry regarding applicant’s claim about lack of injury to the domestic industry. 
These argum^nts^have ; beep taken into account while analyzing the injury to the 
domestic industry! 


F, METHODOLOGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING MARGIN: 

DUMPING DETERMINATION: NORMAL VALUE. EXPORT PRICE AND 
DUMPMING MARGIN 

FL THE EUROPEAN UNION 
FI, [.NORMAL VALUE 

16. The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
determination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(I)(c) of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975. None of the exporters / producers from EU has filed submissions for 
the determination of normal value in the form and manner required by the Authority. 


17. Article 6.8 of the Agreement provide that in case any interested party refuses 
access to, or otherwise does not provide, necessary information within a reasonable 
period of significantly impedes the investigation, preliminary and final determinations, 
affirmative or negative, may be made on the basis of the facts available. Annex II to the 
0 , Agreement further provides that such determination can even be made on the basis of 
information provided by the domestic industry. Since none of the exporters / 
producers from EU has filed the required information for determination of normal 
value, the normal value for all exporters / producers has been constructed based on facts 
available as per Rule 6(8) of AD Rules. The normal value is therefore, constructed as 
US$ ***/MT for loose material and US$***/MT for packed material, for all exporters / 
producers from EU. 



FI.2. EXPORT PRICE 

18. The export price is determined on the basis of import statistics provided by 
DGC1&S. As per DGCI&S import statistics EU has exported 3012 MT of during the 
POL After segregating data for loose and packed material the adjustments on account 
of in land freight, ocean freight and marine insurance have been adjusted to arrive at ex¬ 
factory export prices. The ex-factory export price for loose material is determined as 
US$ ***/MT and US$ ***/MT for packed material for all exporters/producers from 
EU. 
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F2. SINGAPORE 


F2.1 


19. 
detei 
Tariff 
submi 
Agree 
does 
imp 
negdti 
furtl ei 
provi 
Sing a] 
valu; 
Rule 
by 

purflo 

con 


The Authority sent questionnaires to all the known exporters for the purpose of 
{mination of normal value in accordance with Section 9A(l)(c) of the Customs 
Act, 1975. None of the exporters / producers from Singapore has filed 
issions in the form and manner required by the Authority. Article 6.8 of the 
ment provides that in cases any interested party refuses access to, or otherwise 
not provide, necessary information within a reasonable period or significantly 
4des the investigation, preliminary and final determinations, affirmative or 
ive, may be made on the basis of the facts available. Annex II to the Agreement 
r provides that such determination can even be made on the basis of information 
ded by the domestic industry. Since none of the exporters / producers from 
pore has filed the submissions for determination of normal value, the normal 
for all exporters / producers has been constructed based on facts available as per 
6(8) of AD Rules. In absence of any other information, the information provided 
domestic industry has been considered as the basis of normal value for the 
se of assessment of extent of current dumping. The normal value is therefore, 
dtructed as US$ ***/MT for all exporters / producers from Singapore. 


the 
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NORMAL VALUE 


F2.2. EXPORT PRICE 


The export price is determined on the basis of import statistics provided by 
I&S. As per DGCI&S import statistics Singapore has exported 44 MT of 
tfiylene Chloride during the POl. To arrive at ex-factory export price, adjustments 
count of inland freight, ocean freight and marine insurance have been considered 
provided by the domestic industry. The ex-factory export price is determi/ied as 
***MT for all exporters / producers from Singapore. 


F3. SOUTH AFRICA 


As per DGCI&S import statistics South Africa has not made any dxport of 
tfiylene Chloride during the POl. Therefore, the Authority could not calculate 
price. 


art 


DUMPING MARGIN 


22. Based on the normal value and export price as determined above, the Authority 
dete rmined the dumping margin as under: 


BJECT 
TRIES 


OLJN 


NORMAL VALUE($/MT) 

EXPORT PRICE($/MT) 

DUMPING MARGIN 
(%) 

(Loose) 

(Packed) 

(Loose) 

(Packed) 

(Loose) 

(Packed) 
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G. METHODOLOGY FOR INJURY DETERMINATION AND EXAMINATION 
OF CAUSAL LINK 


Gl. INJURY DETERMINATION AND CONTINUATION OF INJURY 

Gl.l. VIEWS OF THE APPLICANTS 

23. The applicant has submitted that the domestic industry has improved its 
performance and does not suffer any material injury. The applicant claims that though 
the production has increased only by 1 % from 2002-03 to 2003-04 but sales have 
increased by 14 % from Rs. 616 million to Rs. 702 million in the same period. The 
applicant further claims that the installed capacity for Methylene Chloride had since 
2002 remained at 23760 MT and utilization has been more than 100 % as production 
levels had reached 25481 MT in 2002-03 and 25784 in 2003-04, therefore, the 
domestic industry is producing at its maximum and is not suffering under utilization of 
the capacity. At the time of imposition, prices were in the range of US $ 270-350/MT, 
these prices have now increase to US $ 650/MT and have remained at this level for a 
considerable period of time. The applicant claims that these high prices would indicate 
that the domestic industry is not suffering any injury on account of dumping. It has 
been informed that the average export price to India for Methylene Chloride during 
2004 was $ 655/MT for packed product and $ 611/ MT for bulk product. 

GU. VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

24. Views of Domestic industry are summarized below: 

Domestic industry has been making dedicated efforts to optimize its production. 
Imposition of anti dumping duty helped the domestic industry tremendously in 
improving its production volumes. It has been argued by the petitioner that the 
domestic industry has not enhanced capacity. While capacity addition in this product 
are not feasible in the short run, the domestic industry has made significant increase in 
production volumes, once it has been protected from unfairly priced dumped imports. 
As a result, production and capacity utilization of the domestic industry has not 
declined and has rather shown improvement. The improvement in the performance of 
profits, cash flow and return on investments is due to imposition of anti dumping duty 
on dumped imports. This clearly shows that the performance of the domestic industry 
was adverse in terms of these parameters only because of dumping of the product in the 
market 

25. Changes in the employment level with the domestic industry are more a result 
of overall situation of the domestic industry and is not reflective of performance of the 
product per-se. Employment with the domestic industry has declined more as an overall 
corporate performance of the domestic industry. The wages with the domestic industry 
increased because of annual wage increments the domestic industry must offer to its 
employees. Productivity of the domestic industry has improved with the imposition of 
anti dumping duty. While the domestic industry has been able to reduce employment on 
the one hand, it has been able to increase its production level on the other hand 

G1.3. EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

26. The Authority proposes to analyse the injury parameters to determine whether 
the domestic industry is continuing to suffer material injury on account of such dumped 
imports. 
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LUME OF IMPORT AND IMPORT PRICES 


DGCI&S data for the injury analysis period shows that imports have taken place 
everal sources including the subject countries during the injury investigation 
Accordingly, the import as reported by DGCI&S are as follows: 



rts from various 
ties 


2000-011 2001-02 2002-03 



European Union 


ore 


South Africa 


Otheri Countries 


3224.00 


1.00 


0.00 


630.00 



6178.00 


1501.00 


520.00 


649.00 


8848.00 


2697.74 3056.00 


2692.00 3012.00 


5.00 44.00 


0.74 0.00 


3258.26 10190.00 


5956.00 13246.00 


WiMMiMwas 


Subje 

ct Countries 



92.67 

45.29 

23.07 

Europ 

ean Union 

% 

83.63 

69.82 

45.20 

22.74 

imifgg 

pore 


0.03 

16.96 

0.08 

0.33 

South 

Africa 

% 

0.00 

5.88 

0.01 

0.00 

Other 

Countries 

% 

16.34 

7.33 

54.71 

76.93 



28. Imports as per the transaction-wise DGCI&S data shows imports of 3012 MT 
from subject countries during POI. The domestic industry have contended that volume 
of imports as per data published by Eurostat establishes much higher import at 10200 
MT di ring January-December 2004. The viewpoint of domestic industry is that import 
of sub ect goods are either not being reported to DGCI&S or have been cleared under 
some other Customs classification with the possibility of circumvention of Anti¬ 
dumping Duty. 

The Authority has taken note of fact that Eurostat data shows much higher 
5 to India from European Union, however, it has also been taken note that data 
o calendar year from January to December whereas POI is for the financial year 
ril 03 to March 04. 

The data published by IBIS also shows similar quantity of imports in India as 
d by DGCI&S. Value-wise also data published by IBIS shows similarities to 
DGCI&S. Though there is a small difference over the per unit value of the 
ts, it is the volume which shows significant difference in data published by 
fcS, IBIS and Eurostat. The Authority, therefore, has taken note of the fact that 
quantity could be higher than what has been reported by DGCI&S. 

The data reported by DGCI&S and IBIS does not make any difference between 
ind packed imports, therefore, for segregating data of imports the Authority has 
to method adopted by domestic industry. By this method, the data of only 
i and Mumbai Ports have been used, as only these two ports have facility to 
loose imports. Further, only higher volume of imports have been taken into 
category as loose product is not generally imported in small quantity. 


inns 


The data shows that the share of subject countries in total imports shows 
ng trend as it declined to approximately 23% during POI as compared to 
imately 84% during the base year. From the South Africa, import is nil during 











































































[qPTI—3SP*51] 




35 


POI. From Singapore, imports constitute 0.33% during POl whereas from European 
Union, imports constitute approximately 23% during POL Imports data also shows 
significant rise of imports from other countries. It grown to 77% during POI as 
compared to 16% during the base/year. 

33. In post-disclosure submissions the domestic industry has contended that the data 
from the Kandla Port should have been used to calculate the export price. In this 
regard, the Authority observed that the domestic industry in its original submission 
used data from IBIS to calculate export prices. In subsequent submissions they used 
data provided by DGCI&S and segregated imports transactions made at Kandla and 
Bombay ports and calculated the export prices, however, while ca l culating th e e xport 
price certain high volume transactions were considered under packed material. The 
Authority has used same data as segregated by domestic industry, however, high 
volume transactions were considered as loose material and export prices were 
calculated accordingly. The contention of the domestic industry that data of only 
Kandla port should have been used to calculate the export price is untenable as Kandla 
and Bombay ports both have facility to handle loose material, therefore, imports data 
from both the ports have been used to calculate the export prices. 


G3. CAPACITY. OUTPUT AND CAPACITY UTILIZATION OF DOMESTIC 
INDUSTRY * 


34. The performance of the domestic industry has also been examined with 
reference to its capacity, output and capacity utilization and impact of the dumped 
imports on these parameters, if any. There is no change in capacity of domestic 
industry. It remained the same during POI as compared to base year 2000-01. Though 
the capacity has not changed during POI yet it shows improvement in utilization of 
capacity. It had been working at more than 100% of the capacity even in the base year 
yet it shows further growth of 3% during POI as compared to base year. Similarly, 
production shows growth of 3% during POI as compared to the base year. 




2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

(POI) 

Capacity 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 


Trend 

Indexed 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

■m 

Capacity Utilization 

% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

■S3 

93.89 

96.33 

103.40 

Output 






Production 

MT 

**« 

*** 

* 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100.00 

93.89 

96.33 

103.40 


G4. DEMAND AND MARKET SHARES 

35. The total demand has been estimated based on the combined volume of 
domestic sales and imports from other countries, as well a§ imports made into the 
domestic market from the Subject countries. Demand shows growth of 38% during 
POI as compared to base year. Market share in demand shows significant decline to 69 
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ing POI from the base year in respect of the subject countries. However, for the 
er countries it shows robust growth to 1171 from base of 100 in 2000-01. Market 
re of the domestic industry shows declining trend and it declined to 78 during POI 
m the base year. Similarly share of other domestic producers declined to 83 during 
I as compared to base year. It shows that in growing market though domestic 
inaustry was in position to improve capacity utilization and could also improve sales in 
vaue and volume term yet market share of domestic industry and other Indian 
pnducers declined. Market share from the subject country also shows declining trend, 
ho vever, countries other than subject countries gained significant share and grown to 
114 during POI from the base of 100 in 2000-01. 


Demand 

rchant Dema 


2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 
_ ( POI) 





MT 


Indexed 


MT 


Indexed 


MT 






100. 


115.81 

108.83 

3225. 

jjfl 

8199.00 

2697.74 

100. 

00] 

254.23 

83.65 

630. 

a 

■so 

3258.26 

100. 

aa 

103.02 

517.18 




138.14 


94.76 



rket share In 
mand 


mestlc Indust 


ftd 


nd 


bject Countries 


nd 


er countries 


nd 


% 


Indexed 


% 


Indexed 


% 


Indexed 


% 


SBII 


*** 


100 . 


100 . 




100 . 


*** 


80.93 I 88.49 I 77.55 


90.51 97.45 I 82.75 


*** 


219.53 I 76.86 I 68.60 




88.95 | 475.21 I 1170.88 


100.00 I 100.00 I 100. 


36 J Sales volume have grown by 7% during POI as compared to base of 100 in 
2000-01. Sales value has grown by 23% in the same time showing better realization. 

37, Sales volume of loose material have grown by 1% during POI, however, sales 
value Increased by 22% during the same period showing significant improvement In 
realization. Sales volume of packed material have grown by 26% during POI as 
compared to base year however, sales value increased by 36% during the same period 
showing better realization. 
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Particulars 

Unit 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 (POI) 



Volume 

Value 

Volume 

Value 

Volume 

Value 

Volume 

Value 

Actual & Potential 
Decline in 


Rs/Lacs 


Rs/Lacs 


Rs/Lacs 


Rs/Lacs 

Sales 










Sales 

(Domestic) 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

too 

94 

86 

96 

101 

107 

126 

Sales loose 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

100 

90 

80 

91 

101 

101 

122 

Sales 

Packed ® 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

100 

106 

100 

112 

99 

126 

136 

Export 

Sales 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

100 

33 

31 

l 

2 

0 



G6. PRICE UNDERCUTTING 

38. A comparison for subject goods during the period under investigation was made 
between the weighted average landed value of dumped imports and the domestic selling 
price in the domestic market. The landed value of imports from the subject countries 
was lower than the net sales realization of the domestic industry for the subject goods 
during the POI thereby, undercutting the selling price of the domestic industry. The 
undercutting margin was in the range as mentioned below during the POI. 


Plica Undercutting 

EU(loose) 

EU(Packed) 

BEJEEjM 

Net sales realization 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Landed Value 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Undercutting 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Undercutting (Vo) 

*#* 

*** 

*** 

Price Undercutting 

range 

1-10% 

1-7% . 

20-30% 


Q7» FRICE mmSELUm 

39. The price underselling is an important indicator of assessment of Injury; thus, 
the Authority has worked out a non injurious price and compared the same with the 
landed yalue to arrive at the extent of price underselling. The non-iqjurlous price has 
been evaluated for the domestic producer by appropriately considering die cpst of 
production for die product under consideration during the POI. Also in order to 
eliminate inefficiencies, the capacity utilization has been normated. The analysis shows 
that the weighted average landed value of the' subject goods from subject countries Is 
less than the non Injurious price determined for the domestic industry during the period 
of investigation. The underselling margin was in the range as mentioned below during 
the POi. 
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Price Ui 

iderselling 

EU(loose) 

EU(Packed) 

Singapore 

(Packed 



Non Inji 

rious Price 

*** 

*** 

*** 


Landed 1 

/alue 

* ** 

*** 

*** 

Price Ur 

derselling 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Ur 

derselling (%) 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Price Ur 

derselling range 

5-15% 

4-13% 

25-35% 

40. F 
price of tl 

OTHER 

irther, the landed value of subject goods is lower than the domestic selling 
ie domestic industry thereby, undercutting the domestic sales prices. 

INJURY PARAMETERS 

41. A 
imports, < 
as demar 
economic 
have beei 

G8. PRC 

42. T 
the comp 

43. T 
product 
Selling i 
product, 
loss of 
become 
year has 
to 480 di 

fter having examined the major injury indicators like volume and value of 
opacity, output, capacity utilization and sales of the domestic industry as well 
d pattern with market shares of various segments in the earlier section, other 
parameters which could indicate existence of injury to the domestic industry 
i analysed here as follows: 

FIT ABILITY 

ie profitability of the domestic industry has been analysed from the record of 
any: 

be cost of production excluding interest increased by 17% in case of loose 
md 15% for the packed product during POI as compared to the base year, 
irice shows increase of 22% for the loose product and 8% for the packed 
Profitability has shown improvements and in indexed form for loose product 
00 in the base year which turned positive and in the indexed form ji has 
*6. For the packed product it shows deterioration and profit of 100 in the base 
turned negative during POI to -2. Profit shows improvement and it increased 
iring the POI as compared to 100 of the base year. 

Profits- 

Domestic Sales 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

(POI)_ 

Cost of 
(loose) 

Production 


** * 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 


Indexed 

100.00 

82.89 

125.00 

109.28 

Net Co: 

excludi 

(loose) 

»t of Production 

ig interest 

Rs./MT 

* * * 

* ** 

* ** 

*** 

Trend 



100 

78 

130 

117 




*** 

*** 

** * 

* * * 

Trend 

■ 


100 

86 

122 

102 

Net co! 
exclud 
(Dacke 

;t of production 
ng interest 
d) 


HI 

*** 

* ** 

*** 

Trend 



iBMSHI 

82 

125 

115 

Selling 

PSTBSHI 

Rs./MT 

* 4 = * 

*** 

*** 

** * 

Trend 




88.81 

111.31 

121.52 

Selling 

Price( packed) 


mam 

*** 

* ** 

** * 

Trend 


Indexed I 100.00 

94.93 

88.24 

107.80 
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*** 


*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

-100 

468 

-1025 

96 

Profit before Interest 8i 

Taxes (Packed) 

Rs./MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

311 

-505 

-2 

Profit before Interest & 
Taxes 

Rs. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

4180 

-8277 

480 


G9. EMPLOYMENT 

44. Number of employees have been reduced during POI as compared to base year. 

In indexed form it declined to 73 during POI as compared to 100 of base year 


Employment 



2001-02 

2002-03 

»N0cg.« 

rcswst 


Nos. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100 

70 

73 

73 


G10, WAGES 


45. Wages have increased during POI as compared to base year. It increased by 
36% during POI. Wages calculated as per/kg. of production grown by 32%. 


Wages 


2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

ttSSwm 

Wages paid to employees 

Rs. 

Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100.00 

78.66 

97.79 

136.28 

Wages f er KG of 
Production 

Rs ./KG 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100.00 

83.78 

101.52 

* 131.79 


Gil. PRODUCTIVITY 


46. The number of employees has been reduced to 73 (Indexed) during POI as 
compared to base year. The wages have increased by 36%, however, the productivity 
per employee improved by 42% during the same period. 


Productivity 



2001-02 

2002-03 

mtmiw 

tnsjwM 







Employees 

Nos. 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100.00 

70.45 

72.73 

72.73 

Productivity per Empioyee 

MT 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trend 

Indexed 

100.00 

133.26 

132.45 

142.17 


G12. INVENTORIES 

47. The position of inventory has shown improvement. In the indexed form the 
closing stock shows increase of 17% during POl. The opening stock shows declining 
trend and it declined to 75 during POI as compared to base year. Similarly the average 
stock declined to 88 during POI as compared to base year 
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Trend 


Invent 


Closing 


Opening stocks 


Trend 


Average Stocks 


Trend 


G13. INVESTMENT AND RETURN ON INVESTMENT 


48. There has been no capacity addition or any remarkable fresh investment by the 
applicants during the investigation period. The domestic industry has been improving 
its pro! itability. The domestic industry has been able to improve ROCE during the POI 
from the base year. 


H. CO 


ones 


Stocks 


MT 


Indexed 


MT 


Indexed 


MT 


Indexed 


2000-01 


100 . 00 ; 




100.00 




100.0Q 


2001-02 


104.64 




46.38 




64.841 


2002-03 


161.60 




40.53 


*** 


MM 


2003-04 ( 
POI) 


117.30 


74.95 


* * * 


80.37 


Retui 
I rives 


Unit 


2001-02 

2002-03 

»!.!. cg.M 

Net A 
(Chioi 

ssets 

omethane) 

Rs. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trent 

i 

Indexed 

100 

99 

92 

101 

Net A 
(Meth 


Rs. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

■ 

Tren 

i 

Indexed 

100 

91 

81 

72 

Work 

nq Capital 

Rs. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

Trent 

1 

Indexed 

100 

117 

116 

100 

Capit 
NFA E 

3i Employed- 
asis 

Rs. Lacs 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

E9 

1 

Indexed 

100 

98 

91 

80 

H9 

n on capital 
ved 

% 

*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 

E32 

1 

Indexed 

100 

4257 

-9089 

601 


G14. C ASHFLOW 


49. ' he domestic industry is a multi-product company therefore it was not possible 

to determine the actual magnitude of cash-flow of the product. However it has been 
observed that the company has improved its cash-profit of the product over the period 

of injufy. 


Inclusion 


50. On the basis of examination of injury factors, it is noted that the domestic 
industry have been able to improve production and capacity utilization of the subject 
goods. Though the domestic industry was working at more than 100% of its capacity 
during the base year, yet it could improve it further by 3% during POI as compared to 
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the l&ae yc#r.Sales volume of the domestic industry improved by 7% during POI as 
cempraed tor the sales value which grown by 26% during the same period showing 
better realization. The market demand has grown by 30% during POI as compared to 
base year. Though the domestic industry have been able to increase production by 3% 
during the same period, however, market share of the domestic industry declined by 
18%-during POI as compared to base year, but declining share cannot be sign of injury 
as domestic industry is producing at more then 100% of its capacity. 


I. OTHERS JCNOWN FACTORS AND CAUSAL LINK 
LI. Volume and prices of Imports from other sources 


Market sti&ne 


2001D-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 
(POI) 1 

In imports 






Imports from various 
countries 






Imports From Subject 
Country 

MT 

3225.00 

8199.00 

2697.74 

3056.00 

European Union 

MT 

3224.00 

6178.00 

2692.00 

3012.00 

Singapore , 

MT 

1.00 

1501.00 

5.00 

44.00 

South Africa 

MT 

0.00 

520.00 

0.74 

0.00 

Other Countries 

MT 

630.00 

649.00 

3258.26 

10190.00 

Total Imports 

MT 

3855.00 

8848.00 

5956.00 

13246.00 


51. During the POI, imports have taken place from many countries. It shows that 
imports from Ute other countries are higher as compared to European Union. The 
imports from other countries including USA, Russia and China have risen sharply to 
77% of total imports during POI as compared to 16% during the base year. As regards 
USA, Russia and China, the imports are on lower prices than that from the European 
Union. The domestic industry has contended that the imports are also being dumped 
from USA, Russia and China. 


1.2. Contraction in demand and./ or change in pattern of consumption 

i M »; 

, liif« 

52. - 'Die total demand of the subject goods shows significant growthL^fi increased by 
30?$ during POI as compared to 1 the base’‘year, therefore, this facfcirjs ijbt possible 
reason Which could have caused injury to the domestic industry. j * * 



13. Trade restrictive practices of and Competition between the foreign and 
domestic producers * 


53. The subject goods are freely importable and there are no trade restrictive 
practices in the domestic market. Moreover, imports from other sources have sizable 
presence in the Indian market, which has grown substantially along with the imports 






42 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 






from subject countries. Therefore, this factor could not have been reason to cause 
injur i to the domestic industry 

1.4. ReveloDment of technology and export performance 


Technology or technology related issues have not been raised by any interested 
as cause of injury to the domestic industry. It is noted that the domestic industry 
:xporting small quantity during the base year however, but now there is no export 
g the POI. The quantity being so small in the base year, so cessation of exports 
g the POI cannot be reason which could have caused injury to the domestic 
indu: itry. 

Toductivitv of the Domestic Industry 


Productivity of the domestic industry has shown improvement. It has improved 
2% during POI as compared to the base year. Wages to the employees have 
ased by 36% during POI and wages per kg. of production also increased by 32% 
g POI as compared to the base year. 

The foregoing analysis indicates that the domestic industry is working at full 
:ity utilization and also have been able to improve sales realization, profitability 
return on capital employed. The demand had grown by 30% during POI as 
>ared to base year. The domestic industry could also improve production and 
, however, market share of domestic industry declined in view of 100% capacity 
:ation of the domestic industry. 

As per data of imports, the share of subject countries had declined in imports 
consequently share in demand has also declined. On the other hand, share in 
>rts from other countries had increased significantly and consequently share in 
ind also increased accordingly. The Authority also finds that exports from other 
tries are at low prices than the import prices from European Union. 

The Authority finds that domestic industry is not suffering injury as indicated 
lalysis of economic parameters. The prices of imports from subject countries are 
causing impact on prices of domestic industry in view of prices of domestic 
5 try and in view of prices and rise in imports from other countries. 

[KELIHOOD OF RECURRENCE OF DUMPING AND INJURY 


59. In addition to the examination of material injury, likelihood of recurrence of 
injuiy or threat of injury to the domestic industry has been examined by the Authority 
on t; le basis of the claims made by the domestic industry. 


60. The domestic industry has submitted that the Designated Authority is required 
to e; :amine - 

a. Whether the domestic industry is continuing to suffer material injury as a result 
of continued dumping; 

>. Whether the domestic industry is likely to suffer injury as a result of revocation 
of anti-dumping duty. 
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And made under mentioned submissions:- 

J.l. Vulnerability of the domestic market 

61. There is a great possibility that this continuance of anti-dumping duty will result 
in flooding of material in Indian market because of the following reasons: 

a) The product is continued to be exported to India at dumped prices from subject 
countries and also huge volume is coming European Union as per data published by 
Eurostat. 

b) Comparison of imports and sales price shows that die market for die subject goods is 
highly price sensitive. Any difference in prices of the imported product would drag the 
demand m favour of cheaper source. In such case domestic industry would have to 
either reduce the prices or the market would be flooded with imports from subject 
countries. 

c) The Indian market is targeted by countries which are leaders in the production of 
Methylene Chloride. Data released by Customs Departments of various countries 
shows that as per quantum of exports, rank of India in their total exports is a first in 
respect of European Union, second in case of China and Korea, third in case of Russia 
and fifth in case of USA. Since India is a prime destination of exports from these 
countries, it is thus natural that any revocation of anti-dumping duty would result in 
flooding of imports. 

62. The Authority examined the issue raised and noted that imports from countries 
other than subject countries are at cheaper prices which are not attracting any anti¬ 
dumping duty, therefore revocation of anti-dumping duty would unlikely to affect the 
price of the subject goods adversely. 

J.2.Significant market share of imports 

63. Market share of subject countries is already significant.. While major present 
imports are in the category of duty free import which are not subject to anti-dumping 
duty. In case anti-dumping duty is revoked, imports are likely to flood the Indian 
market which would lead to recurrence of injury to domestic market. 

64. The Authority finds that assertion of domestic industry is not backed by any 
evidence, however, it is unlikely that pattern of duty free imports would change on 
revocation of anti-dumping duty as duty free material is required to be used for export 
production. 

JJ. Level of current dumping margin 

65. Domestic industry has contended that dumping margin from subject countries 
are very high, therefore, withdrawal of duty would lead to recurrence of injury to the 
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domestic ihdustry. The Authority finds that dumping margin is negative in case of 
Jnion. The dumping margin is positive in case of Singapore however, the 
volume ofl imports is insignificant to make any significant impact on prices of the 
ds on revocation of anti-dumping duty. 




! Authority has already determined that the subject goods are not entering in 
in market at dumped prices from the European Union and South Africa. The 
imports from Singapore is insignificant (merely 0.33% of total impoiftfe 
as been determined to be entering at the dumped prices. The Authority has 
evaluated the likelihood of resumption of dumping by the subject countries. In this 
Authority takes note of the fact that imports from European Union remain 
ly at the same level during POI as compared to the base year despite the 
ng doty. The |imports during POI also found to be at un-dumped prices. 
5 resumption of dumping cannot be ruled out in view of the past history, 
however* ip view of die volume and price of imports, there is little possibility that the 
Jnion would commence dumping after withdrawal of anti-dumping duty. Ip 
! absence of imports from South Africa and insignificant volume of imports 
pore, it can be safely concluded that there is no likelihood of recurrence of 
y these countries in case the anti-dumping duties are revoked. 

t orientation of foreign producers 

►orters in the subject countries have built capacities far in access of their 
emand. Significant production is exported from these sources. Exporters in 
Jnion were dumping the subject goods in China, which are now atttactirig 
ng duty. The producer shifted their exports to the Indian market. Exports to 
d have increased further but for anti-dumping duty in force at present. In 
;ontinuation of duty the market would be flooded with the dumped material: 

Authority finds that domestic industry has not submitted any evidence of 
acities of the exporters from European Union, secondly, under the present 
nping margin from the European Union found to be negative. 


id of the subject goods in Europe 

production of Methylene Chloride necessarily results in production of 
i and Carbon Tetrachloride and producers have no control on these two 
in view of the declining demand of the .Methylene Chloride and increasing 
demand oflChloroform, the producers in Europe have no option but to dump the subject 
hatever prices. This is evident from continued dumping by exporters from 
Jnion in the Indian market. As per Chlor Alkali, the major shipment of 
►ds were destined to India. Increase in Indian demand is acting as an instant 
filler to thfcir needs. The domestic industry has also contended that in the event of 
f the material, they would either have to reduce the prices of volume or 
>th which in tinm would adversely impact all major injury parameters viz. 
sales voluiie, inventories, production, capacity utilization, profits, cash flow and return 
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on investment. Thus, P^vooation of anti-dumping duty would result in recurrence of 
iftjtify to the domestic industry. 

70. The Authority finds that imports from European Union is already competing 
with cheaper imports from other countries, therefore, withdrawal of duty is unlikely to 
result in recurrence of injury. 


K. FINAL FINDINGS 

71. The Authority after considering the foregoing concludes that: 

(1) Subject goods originating in or exported from European Union during POI 
are found to be exported at above their normal value and are undumped. No 
imports have taken place from South Africa during the period of 
investigation. Volume of exports from Singapore during POI, which is 
insignificant (merely 0.33% of total imports), has been found to be exported 
to India below their normal value and are dumped; 

(2) The domestic industry has not suffered material injury due to imports from 
subject countries; 

(3) And discontinuation of anti-dumping duties on the subject goods from 
subject countries is not likely to lead to the recurrence of dumping or injury 
to the domestic industry; 

„j \4) In view of the above, the Designated Authority considers it appropriate to 
recommend discontinuation of the anti-dumping duties recommended earlier 
vide Notification Nol7/l/200l-DGAD dated 14th August 2003 and 
imposed on all imports of Methylene Chloride classified under chapter 29 
of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (as amended) originating in or exported 
from EU, South Africa and Singapore. 

(5) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service 
Tax Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975( as 
amended).. 


CHRISTY L. FERNANDEZ, Designated Authority 
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